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Comparison of Gender Stereotype between Female Nursing Students and
Humanities Students

Park, Jeong Mo' - Lee, Suk Jeong®

'Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Kyungin Women's College, "Full-time Lecturer, Red Cross College of Nursing

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify difference in gender stereotype between female nursing
students and humanities students. Methods: A descriptive comparative study was done. The subjects were 300
nursing students and 114 humanities students who were selected by convenient sampling. Data were collected
from September 2008 to October 2008 using a constructive questionnaire with 30 questions, which was pre-
pared for this study by modifying the instrument about gender stereotype developed by Kim. The data were
analyzed through ANCOVA, factor analysis and Chronbach's a using the SPSS program. Results: 1) Of the six
subcategories of gender stereotype, five were higher in the nursing students than in the humanities students,
but occupational gender stereotype was not. 2) Age affected total, familiar, social, external, and intellectual
gender stereotype. 3) Self-satisfaction and major satisfaction affected social gender stereotype. 4) In the
analysis of difference in gender stereotype with controlling age, self-satisfaction and major satisfaction, the
nursing students showed statistically significant higher scores in intellectual stereotype than the humanities
students. Conclusion: Because female nursing students tended to show high gender stereotype, nursing edu-
cators need to develop programs for helping nursing students escape from gender stereotypes and increase

their self-satisfaction.
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2 ofu) ehard AYefsha A (sex)oll thste] 7ol el
A st 95l (Kim, B, Y., 1991) o]w] AH3]olA &
o= ¢14]9] Aoz gttsle Aot

Basow (1986)2- A TATHIL o2 golo g oulz] o
2 gojo 54, og, 3!%* AR A EAL 2 A8} Q)

oo m
fr o o

]/\1—4 Eioﬂ x*‘jo}rfb_’— A
A H WA}, ZFTAL WAL G AH] L FAR
Ao of7|a Qi o
Jolm, 7|4 thi= Aol AgsittaL QA5 HA
o] Hofo] S AEate] it (Gender Statistics
Information System, 2007; Kim, E,Y,, 1991; Tak, 1995),
71 @to] ofy e} ogdof QlojA e tiFE wE| Ry HE
A = A=l siA ArE o] & Hh, e = o
Aol oJ3flA] H5-%] o] (GSIS, 2007)%k7] wh&o FAA 2
ol ¥ 7FA17F Sls A o= dubd QlA]o] F-8EaL Qlrt
(Cho & Cho, 1994; GSIS, 2007; Kim, E. Y., 1991).
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E|aL glom (Tak, 1995), @A EAF 1F3 A7} gol &L 9l
Ak oA I tiohprt o d o= S Eo] QU A o=
d/do] A o th= 7150] &l &5kl Yol
ALY Tt w A E Y} FaAl SHO) e} A H
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Tak, 1995), o|® &= & off g 27+ & 4 Q= dolzt
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faction) == AFAl 9] A-gof that vk A o] 3k AR
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2) A 143 (gender stereotype)
Kim, D, I. (1991)0] 2}A%t A 1434 3
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cho]] whe} Aol A AAIRE 8.Qlo] th=A UrEH’l A7t
A817] wZoll (Pak, 2000), & A-ollAl= thAl 891 24

a9 F= Oﬂ o8 {7t 1 ol 2912 Eelsto]

varimax rotatione XA 71 Axp LA A FA A5

BRER] oFo 35S A A 3 & 3023}, 67] 2810 &

asisich, ) moiel 3 20l £ Aey/S19 A 4 WA
| 7N AT AR ) low

P 51912 P R918 R A Sk

Rof 22 PAlo= Fystalnh, 89112 N A5 et
U O, AT, 5T, Teld, AHE, A=Y, 55
A48 S At o] S5steka @ BYOR TR A
4 YT O, 20 21 oS TheskAL TR A
A2, WS WY Rt SA12 sk Al G Aeait

414 Journal of Korean Academy of Community Health Nursing

r=41~ 93 ®floll I, T4k 54.9% 01041:} Likert
58 Hew %L“Htﬂ Rom A
77t =255 4 1ol =2 S 9ulgitt Kim, D,
1. (1991)9] eA7tof| A =t2] AlZ| %= Cronbach's a =70~ 83
o|%aL, & Aol A9 4lE|E= 920]tt,

H
ik
é
_I_4
b
kI
a
u?d
o

4. X2AE

Apgsge 3] ZhEejeta 5] A S
O 90084 9URE| 109714 Bk AEA) vher
SRS 7t oste] B RAG] SoE o], S o

T BAT} UG R AR UL AT, AH

U

ol Yot SIS o g RatAnt iRt el s
LA oF ol AAEA 237} 7Fssh, 3 E ol
RE FH AREL Yo e o] B2 9o

5. X224

SPSS A H7|AIE o] 88ttt 894 o] g dAol
Qlo A= FQ ¢l B4 (principle component analysis) H-4]
< ol gty on 34 B varimax HALS Sak)
2 AL Cronbach's a coefficientsS A3ttt A
T AolfHrel AFguEe 9 A 1HIE ] vlis
x’~test, independent t—testS AA|5}H L
= EAel Agol He
Zpoli= ANCOVAR E-A{5t9ict,

!

i
K
T
>
K
=)

E% U ATUE

021
kl
ox
=)
jaim)
1o



oAb Aol A dishol] et 21 o3y 414780 1k
T = 204 o|3}7F 1379 (45.7%), 21A4) o]AFel HAdo]
1638 (54.3%) ©1ct, ZHAD s F 2041 ol5k= 53
(46.5%), 214 o]4+-2- 611 (53.5%) -2 7FEthHgo] 214
o] 4e] shfo] v Wetout FAIA Afoli= ST ApoprtE
£ Rrhal gk ey 47 (15 %), ZIHA| HY-2
2178 (18.4%), vkl g3t st 15 4| 599 (19.7%), &
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27 A0 Lol Aol S, A e o] e A
TAHPRAS vl BGES uf Lol 204] of5ke] BHage] 21
o] BAROR folshA Waleh (1=

—2.23, p=.026), Afo} TrZof ujehal= A ol 2}

o|7} YehA] kokal (F=1.805, p=.166)

ghA = Fogt Zfo)7t Q1%L
© 2 WEske Ayl vt FolskA| WA YERHTH(F=
6.850, p<.001, Duncan: very high<moderate)(Table 2).
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R CR

=170

SRS o w
sHjo] H=

3. ¢3st MZ ofstut ZotA| MS ofshlel o nHEd
A 307 (26.3%) 0= I3t Apol= §llar, HMFNrSE H|
= =AU v okl et s 1608 (66.9%) 01k
A= 8078 (70,2%) &= 7 T I fr2fRt #fol= it S S SAIHA] %2 W AA A8 g Het A
= (Table 1), 4= 7hE st A ofshao] 2,20£0,50 0] 3 HabA|
Table 1. Differences of Age, Self Satisfaction, & Major Satisfaction between Nursing Students and the Humanities Students
(N=414)
- . Nursing (n=300) The humanities (n=114) 5
Characteristics Categories X Io}
n (%) n (%)
Age (yr) 19~20 137 (45.7) 53 (46.5) 0.023 .88
>21 163 (54.3) 61 (53.5)
Self satisfaction Unsatisfaction 47 (15.7) (18.4) 3.174 21
Moderate satisfaction 193 (64.5) 63 (55.3)
High satisfaction 59 (19.7) 30 (26.3)
Major satisfaction Unsatisfaction 18 (6.0) 10 (8.8) 2.879 A1
Moderate satisfaction 81 (27.1) 24 (21.1)
High satisfaction 154 (51.5) 58 (50.9)
Very high satisfaction 46 (15.4) 22 (19.3)
Table 2. Differences of Gender Stereotype According to Age, Self satisfaction, & Major Satisfactions (N=414)
L : Gender stereotype
Characteristics Categories n M=SD torF Jo}
Age (year) 19~20 185 2.11=0.54 -2.241 .026
>21 218 2.23=0.49
Self satisfaction Unsatisfaction 66 2.22+0.54 1.805 116
Moderate satisfaction 252 2.19=0.50
High satisfaction 84 2.08=0.54
Major satisfaction Unsatisfaction 28 2.08+0.49 6.850 <.001
Moderate satisfaction 102 2.32=0.63
High satisfaction 205 2.19+0.47
Very high satisfaction 67 1.96+0.44

*Duncan: Very High < Moderate.
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Table 3. Differences of Gender Stereotype between Nursing Students and the Humanities Students (N=414)
Gender Stereotype Nursing (n=300) Humanities (n=114) . "
M=SD M=SD
Total 2.20=0.50 2.08=0.55 2.18 .03
Familiar 2.25=0.64 2.12=0.81 1.77 .08
Social 1.61+0.69 1.48+0.68 1.73 .08
Occupational 2.12+0.65 2.13+0.71 -0.18 .86
External 2.92+0.69 2.75=0.76 214 .03
Psychological 2.35=0.82 2.19=0.79 1.79 .07
Intellectual 2.03+0.66 1.84=0.71 2.52 .01

oj&}Af0] 2.08+0, 558 & = 18 7+ G235t Zlo]7} 313l
th(t=2.18, p=.03). 3t%1 7id H= vus] H3= f, A<
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o} Hlm}fﬂl =7 LPE}”D} 1% 3

g
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o F 7 A Aol7t s AS AA A g e r
ol FAACE {oJsHA tadshyo] FabA sy ETh
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Table 4. Comparison of Gender Stereotype with Controlling Major Satisfaction, Self Satisfaction and Age in Two Groups

Gender stereotype Source Type Il sum of squares Mean square F Sig.

Total Corrected model 4.09 1.021 3.902 .004
Intercept 79.74 79.737 304.580 <.001
Major satisfaction 0.82 0.822 3.138 077
Self satisfaction 0.25 0.252 0.964 327
Age 1.61 1.609 6.147 014
Major 1.01 1.005 3.840 .051
Error 103.41 0.262
Total 1995.06

Familiar Corrected model 5.23 1.309 2.786 .026
Intercept 68.17 68.175 145.147 <.001
Major satisfaction 0.56 0.556 1.184 277
Self satisfaction 0.07 0.073 0.156 .693
Age 3.38 3.377 7.190 .008
Major 117 1.175 2.501 115
Error 190.70 0.470
Total 2207.08

Social Corrected model 15.90 3.976 9.034 <.001
Intercept 68.50 68.500 155.653 <.001
Major satisfaction 411 4.106 9.331 .002
Self satisfaction 4.44 4.438 10.086 .002
Age 3.26 3.260 7.407 .007
Major 1.08 1.078 2.449 118
Error 179.11 0.440
Total 1220.50

Occupational Corrected model 1.12 0281
Intercept 84.85 8 4' 855 0.629 .642
Major satisfaction 1.06 ] ‘ 061 189.856 <.001
Self satisfaction 0.01 O. 008 2.374 124
Age 0.00 0'004 0.018 .892
Major 0.02 0'020 0.008 927
Error 180.56 0'447 0.044 .834
Total 2016.03 '

External Corrected model 5.77 1.441 2.884 .022
Intercept 119.69 119.690 239.501 <.001
Major satisfaction 0.35 0.348 0.697 404
Self satisfaction 0.00 0.001 0.002 .961
Age 3.30 3.300 6.604 011
Major 1.83 1.826 3.654 .057
Error 202.90 0.500
Total 3595.06

Psychological Corrected model 4.31 1.081 1.632 .165
Intercept 93.94 93.942 142.499 <.001
Major satisfaction 0.52 0.518 0.786 .376
Self satisfaction 0.58 0.577 0.876 .350
Age 0.83 0.835 1.266 .261
Major 1.81 1.813 2.750 .098
Error 266.34 0.659
Total 2440.24

Intellectual Corrected model 5.41 1.353 2.978 .019
Intercept 57.79 57.786 127.243 <.001
Major satisfaction 0.10 0.102 0.226 .635
Self satisfaction 0.24 0.237 0.522 471
Age 2.15 2.152 4.738 .030
Major 2.43 2.428 5.346 .021
Error 182.11 0.454
Total 1767.82
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